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*ObniV would seem preferable to ISbtl- The meaning of the couplet 
is, ".For light" (i. e., in place of the light of the sun and moon which 
had retired during the storm), " thine arrows were going abroad ; for 
brightness, the lightning of thy spear." 

Verse 15 of Habakkuk cannot be corrected by the corresponding 
verse 20 of the psalm. In the latter the word D^HDIS has probably 
dropped out at the end of the first member, where it was used for 
padding out the passage by the somewhat mechanical versifier, just as 
in vs. 17. With this correction the parallelism is too good to be dis- 
turbed by accommodating it to the Habakkuk form. The noun "pll 
is required by "pVailJ and "jTVDpy ; and yet TSVbn "pTl W2 was 
suggested by "POlD D' , 2 fO"n, two words being nearly the same in 
both, while the parallel members have D^2"l WO in common. Instead 
of the noun "153)1 a verb form is required, 1"R3fl or 132J1 • 

William Hayes Ward. 
New York City. 



SUGGESTIONS CONCERNING THE ORIGINAL TEXT AND 
STRUCTURE OF AMOS 1:3—2:5. 

One always approaches with hesitation the work of correcting the 
Old Testament text. But if we rightly consider the matter, we 
shall see that the hesitation is ungrounded. The evidence is over- 
whelming that the present text has suffered countless changes at the 
hands of careless scribes and interested editors. I am, at present, 
particularly interested in the help for the reconstruction of the text 
which is furnished by the strophic structure, and it is from this point 
of view that the following suggestions are offered. The problem is a 
most interesting one, and if the main proposition is true, the field 
opened is a wide one. I am not unmindful of what has already been 
done in this direction by students of Hebrew poetry. 

The passage proposed for consideration is a unit, whether we regard 
it from the point of view of author or editor. Nowhere may we find 
better evidence of poetic skill than in the writings of Amos, whose work 
falls in the earliest period of written prophecy. An examination of 
these sections, seven in all, reveals clear indications, at the same time, 
of the artistic character of the original structure and of the violation 
of the same. For the sake of convenience of treatment, a convenience 
which grows out of the structure itself, I desire to present the sec- 
tions in three groups, viz., (1) the sections concerning Damascus and 
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Gaza, 1 : 3-5 and 6-8 ; (2) the sections concerning Ammon and Moab, 
1:13-15 and 2:1-3; (3) the sections concerning Tyre, Edom, and 
Judah, 1 : 9, 10; 1:11,12; 2:4,5. I shall restrict myself to a presenta- 
tion of the text as restored and in the case of each group to a few 
remarks upon the more important changes. 



Judgments upon Syria 
i:3-5- 

mm na« i-D (1) 

pican "Jffis rraburb:? 

tana* x& rww-byi 

bnan rnnra Dion by 

ubamw 

bain maa ira -nnbim (2) 
mm-p maa-s* rtai 
pwan ima TnaTEi 

■ps- nrpaa ainr *m&m (3) 
■py -maa tan: -paim 
nrp tnrtp ibai 
Bttp naa] 



a««f Philistia. 

1:6-8. 

mm ^2K to (1) 
my "wcb mcburby 
lsa^ws »b nyaijrbyi 
nabra rvfca Dmbsmby 

oviab Tacnb 

my naim iss "nnbim (2) 

rrmsaiR nbixi 
}npy-by t "ma^wm 

iiTiBwa awf "man (3) 
■pbprcsa aaiu form 
Dtvirbs msws Tnsi 
Bnrr *n» tok] 



The changes proposed are the following : 

(1) In 1:3-5: (a) To connect "131 TnaiBl (i : 5) with str. 2, 
instead of with str. 3, as indicated by M. T. This line completes the 
thought of str. 2, forming its culmination, and is really shut out of 
str. 3, both on account of the syntax which binds closely together lines 
1 and 2 of str. 3, and by the rising thought of the str., which is sug- 
gested in the climax, "inhabitant" (i. <?., common people) (1. 1), 
"ruler" (1. 2), "whole people" (1. 3). (b) To omit "1 "fit* (v. 5) as 
superfluous. 

(2) In 1:6-8: (a) To transpose "plpyby *T "Wa^iTl (v. 8 b ) to 
follow the last line of v. 7 (see above). This brings the lines begin- 
ning with fP6»Tl into the same position in this section as in the cor- 
responding section ; the lines beginning with "jaifll are also brought 
together, and, still further, there is thus secured a climactic arrange- 
ment for str. 3. (&) To omit here as before the superfluous "OIK *!£&& 

mm. 
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With these slight changes, the two sections exhibit the most strik- 
ing parallelism in structure. This is seen in both sections, (i) in the 
trimeter movement which prevails throughout ; (2) in the strophic 
division, 5+3+3; (3) in the first line of str. 1 ; (4) in the use of b? 
at the beginning of lines 2, 3, 4 of str. 1, with a change in 1. 5 ; (5) in the 
short line (dimeter) closing str. 1 ; (6) in the verbal forms beginning 
lines 1, 2, and 3 of str. 2 ; (7) in the similar language used through- 
out strophes 2 and 3. 

It is impossible to suppose that the poet was not striving for this 
similarity. The changes suggested make the parallelism as strict as it 
could well be made with a different subject for each strophe. 



Judgments upon 
1:13-15. 

HIST TBR TO (0 

•parso, thjb rraburb? 

•win* »b rwTK-bsn 

nyban wnn oypn-by 

Dbisrna imn -prab 

pen wains raa "ram (2) 
jTpnsara rteffi 
rtanba an nmm 

nVoa mba -pm (3) 
nrp rrai an 



Ammon and Moab. 

2:1-3. 

rrrp naa re (o 

skis "wbb niBbio-by 

tann* »b rtww-byi 

mrw-jVa mas* la^io-by 

asno "pBwn nan "rob 

nanaa m wftw (2) 
nrnpn maon* nbsm 
isira bipn nynro 

wipa taw "trail (3) 
w anna rm» bw 
mrr tor 



The changes proposed are the following : 

(1) In 1:13-15: (a) To treat as a gloss HB1D DTQ 1501 (v. 14) 
because it is only a weak repetition of the preceding clause, and has 
nothing to correspond to it in the parallel section on Moab, the paral- 
lelism between the two sections being otherwise perfect. 

(2) In 2:1-3: (a) To restore TTOb (2:2) to liob (ff. for a similar 
use of the objective genitive Ps. 12: 6, and note the use of this word in 
Amos 3:10, 5:9 {bis), and (b) to join with it "Oil ttSSl (for tVOl); the 
rendering would be, for the violation of (= thus violating) the dead, in 
return for desolation to Moab; 1 this makes the number of lines in both 

1 1 confess that this is not satisfactory ; but it is no worse than the text, or the 
many emendations which have been suggested, and which I cannot here take up. 
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sections the same, allows the lines beginning JlbSKl and nJlirO to 
stand together, provides a parallel line for the purpose-clause "131 Wlb , 
and removes the inexplicable Tisb from a line to which it cannot belong. 



Judgments upon Tyre, Edom, and Judah. 
Line 3 of str. 3 may or may not be retained. 

1 : 1 1, 12. 

mm to* to 

am twjb rrebttrb* 

norm «b nyana-b?i 

ms anna isrrby 



1:9,10. 

mm tbr ro 

12 -jibs {roburty 

13S"tsh sb rtmrbw 

&n»b nabiD mh tmerrby 

d*n» ma tot sbi 



"12 naira v»t "wibw 



13« -i?b itn 

ysva bk "nnbtci 
msa worn* nbssi 



2:4.5- 

mm tor ro 

rnnm ^tob rrabiD-b? 

ija^a »b wais bn 

mm rrnrrrw nona by 

■now -Kb rpm 

rmma iss Tinbtfi 
dbffliT rvoana nbsai 

As thus constructed, the three sections stand together and differ 
radically from the four which have already been presented. In each 
of these cases str. 1, like str. 1 of the four preceding sections, includes 
(1) the divine authority (line 1), (2) the use of the symbolical numbers 
marking the transgression in a general way as one often repeated 
(11.2, 3), (3) the more specific change (11. 4, 5). Str. 2, in each of these 
cases (1) has two lines instead of three, (2) predicts destruction by fire 
which shall devour the palaces, (3) corresponds literally to lines 1, 

2 of str. 2 of the four preceding sections (except that the first section 
uses Tfiim for TinblDl )• There is nothing here to correspond to line 

3 of str. 2, or to str. 3 of the preceding pieces. The explanation of 
this striking variation of form will be discussed later. The changes 
which have been made are as follows : 
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(i) In 1:9, 10, none; this being the original type of the shorter 
section. 

(2) In 1:11, 12; (a) the omission of the gloss ITQFPl WTOl; (b) 
the omission of the gloss ft£2 STWUJ in"Qyi (these phrases bear upon 
their face the character of the gloss) ; (c) the restoration of trityi to 
"lt*n {cf. Syr. ^jjo). s 

(3) In 2:4, 5; (a) the omission of the gloss ffiT3T3 D13'ln"'1 
DJTTIH DtYD^ 15^M 118S > which is comparatively late in the thought 
expressed (cf. Ex. 32 : 1, Dt. 9 : 12), very awkward in its syntactical 
connection with the preceding, and plainly the interpretation of what 
precedes by a later writer. 

We have now four pieces of very similar form on Syria, Philistia, 
Ammon and Moab ; and three pieces of similar form, distinct from 
the four, on Tyre, Edom, and Judah. Is there any evidence that the 
last three are interpolations ? 

The Edom sections: (1) The names Teman and Bozrah occur else- 
where only in late writings (so Wellhausen). (2) Edom, in early 
times, was subject to Judah, and suffered more from Judah than Judah 
from Edom. How could a prophet from Judah reproach Edom for 
cruelty? The cruelty which furnished the basis for ill-feeling on the 
part of Israel, came with the exile when Edom " behaved shamefully 
towards Israel." It was not unnatural, therefore, that a later writer, 
devoid of historical perspective, and thinking that Edom deserved 
denunciation, should frame a section which in due time secured a 
place in the text of Amos. 3 

The Judah section:'' (1) The introduction of this section removes 
entirely the force of surprise which the Israelites would otherwise have 
felt ; (2) it seems impossible to suppose that Amos would have treated 
Judah so cursorily and in a manner so like that with which he treated 
the outside nations ; (3) the times of Judah's sin are of a Deuteronomic 
character and of a later origin (cf. 1153T23 V& VpFt, Dt. 4 : 6, 6: 24, 16 : 
12, 17: 19) with the frequently recurring phrases to observe to do, to 
observe and do; (4) the transgression of " instruction " and "statutes" 
was too indefinite and not so flagrant as to call for its introduction in 
this place ; (5) there is a " certain tameness and vagueness of state- 

2 See Olshausen, on Ps. 103 : 9. 

3 See recent commentaries, especially Gunning, Wellhausen, George Adam 
Smith, in loc. 

* George Adam Smith, Vol. I, p. 135. 
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ment, which contrasts remarkably with the usual pungency of the 
prophet's style." 

The Tyre section : This is mentioned last because it is least clear. 
Suspicion has attached itself to (i) the fact that Tyre alone is men- 
tioned, the other cities being passed over {cf. on the other hand, Gaza, 
Ekron and Ashkelon in the case of Philistia); (2) the similarity of 
thought and language in the judgment upon Gaza; (3) the absence of 
the usual formula ; (4) the similarity in form to that of Edom and 
Judah. The answer of George Adam Smith 5 is not satisfactory. 

If these considerations are valid, we find that one strophic con- 
struction prevails in the original material and quite a different one in 
the later addition. Here form confirms the suspicions which had 
already been aroused as to the authenticity. 

In conclusion : (1) Whether the seven sections or only four of the 
seven are treated as authentic, the evident purpose of the author (or 
authors) is to put the material in poetic form, and in the treatment of 
each section to use essentially the same form, and, so far as possible, 
the same words. (2) This being true, we are warranted in supposing 
that radical variations, for which no other explanation may be offered, 
and in which the entire symmetry of the piece is destroyed, are the 
result of textual corruption, or editorial change. (3) If in the piece as 
a whole, two entirely different strophic types appear, we must suppose 
that this is due either (a) to the desire of the author for mere variety, or 
(6) to a distinct purpose in connection with the thought of the piece, or 
(<•) to the fact that it is the work of a different author. The last explan- 
ation would have force only if strengthened by other considerations. 

The University of Chicago. William R. Harper. 



PETER'S SOJOURN IN ROME. 

It is not my intention in this brief note to discuss the fact of Peter's 
presence in Rome. That he found his way thither in the latter part of 
his life, and met his death there, is now so generally recognized among 
scholars that it would be gratuitous to argue the matter. But though 
the fact itself may be regarded as established, the date of the apostle's 
arrival in Rome and the length of his stay there demand, it seems to 
me, renewed investigation. 

The prevalent opinion is that he did not reach Rome until after 
the close of Paul's two years' imprisonment, which is commonly put 

s The Twelve Prophets, Vol. I, p. 128. 



